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agency or treatment, and that such a practice was the practice of 
medicine within the plain meaning of the statute denning the "prac- 
tice of medicine." 



Deceptive Imitation of Telegram for Advertising Purposes. — De- 
fendant, a manufacturer of advertising specialties, put out an en 
velope similar to those used by complainant telegraph company for 
telegrams, intending that the envelopes should be used for advertis- 
ing purposes, the word "Telegram," printed thereon, being used to 
attract attention and to distinguish the envelopes, which were to be 
sent through the mail, from ordinary mail matter. Complainant 
sued to restrain such use, alleging that the envelopes were used to 
deceive the public and cause them to believe that they were the en- 
velopes of the complainant, and that they contained messages trans- 
mitted over complainant's wires and delivered by complainant; that 
defendant's envelopes had been generally mistaken by the public, 
by the postal authorities, and especially by complainant's patrons, 
for the envelopes of the complainant, and had induced the public 
and complainant's patrons to give to the envelopes that prompt and 
immediate attention which was usually given to telegraphic mes- 
sages; and that the same would cause annoyance to complainant's 
patrons and an injury to complainant's business. The United States 
Circuit Court, in Postal Telegraph-Cable Co. v. Livermore & Knight 
Co., 188 Federal Reporter, 696, holds that since the deception, if the 
use of such envelopes were deceptive at all, was merely momentary 
and not deceitful, complainant's claim of injury was derived entirely 
from inferences based on another inference, and that the facts were 
insufficient to establish actionable injury. 



The Workman's Compensation Act Held Constitutional. — The In- 
dustrial Insurance Law, commonly known as "The Workman's Com- 
pensation Act," has been held constitutional by the Supreme Court 
of Washington in State v. Clausen, 117 Pacific Reporter, 1101. This 
act, which undertakes, by requiring contributions from employers to 
an accident or insurance fund, to provide fixed and certain relief 
for workmen injured in extra-hazardous work and for families and 
dependents regardless of questions of fault or negligence, to the 
exclusion of every other remedy or compensation, and which among 
other things, provides that no employer shall exempt himself from 
the burden or waive the benefits of the act by any contract, agree- 
ment, or regulation, and that any such contract or regulation shall 
be pro tanto void, is held not an interference with the right to con- 
tract, since there is no absolute right to do as one wills, pursue any 
calling one desires, or contract as one chooses, and since the term 
"liberty" means absence of arbitrary restraint, and not immunity 
from reasonable regulations and provisions imposed in the interests 



